EXISTENCE   AND   SUBSISTENCE

Everything that belongs to, or enters into, the constitution of the
real or the existent is existent or real.

The distinctions, though drawn, do not serve our purpose. On
the other hand, they render the problem more complex. If all
perceptual objects are to be treated as-existent, do the objects of
illusion exist? Or are they not perceptual objects? The illusory
object is certainly not an object of imagination. The imagination
necessary for what is called "perceptual individuation" is
present in the' perception of the illusory object as well as in
that of what is called the real object, as otherwise the objects
could not have been perceived as individual wholes. The illusory
object is not an imaginary object; because, if it were imaginary,
we would not have been frightened during the illusion of the
snake, as no imaginary object frightens us. Hence, we have to
say that to be simply perceived is not the same as to exist. If, on
the other hand, we are to exclude all the elements supplied by
imagination, in order to identify what is perceived with what
exists, then the residue would be mere sensation. But most of the
upholders of this view would always like avoiding positivism or
sensationalism, towards which this argument and its reduction
are heading.

Therefore, what really differentiates the ffiusory from what is
usually called the perceptual object is reality and unreality,
existence and non-existence, or being and non-being. We say that
the illusory object, though perceived during the time of illusion,
was not there, did not exist, was unreal. That is, we attribute
non-existence, unreality, or non-being to it, while we attribute
existence, reality, or being to the true object. All the words
mean the same for us. Then we formulate the criterion to distin-
guish the real from the unreal, whether it be correspondence or
non-contradiction. Here we should be definite about the terms
and their meanings, and also about the purpose for which we are
using them. We should not forget that we are formulating the
criterion to distinguish not only reality from unreality, but also
existence from non-existence, and being from *non-being, That is,
for us existence, being, and reality, which satisfy the criterion of
truth, are synonyms. To call a fact that is not existent true is
meaningless. Similarly, to say that something that does not exist,
or is not true, is real is absurd.
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